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Dear Ma c. 

After due diliteration and cautious consideration T tare Resided <-« r<“-V 
to your distress signal dated Oct. P-I97I. 

But firs t,aa I recall I wrote veu a brief nete sewtinw uro.^la Attorney *ud T’erst 
erwald, explaining shy it would be Usaporapiate and counter- to defendant's 1^1 
interest, in pursuit of a jury trial, t.» speak with veu. 

However T gather from your latest letter that vour the nusbw sort. 

To the latest letter’s contents: T was momenta ri,lt 'eft breath 1 ess.oey; re v<», ; 

by your Straight forward but Hallywiadite pitch. -'In recovering T th* u rht "'rh^s 
you’ mis#' have used the sane technique tp captivate that innocent Hellenic <n rl .Ole 
Percy vfeuld have said* Bight on. 

Considering ole Plushbottesn a sinutc: Tt ceases as no r-eat shock that he should 
gravitate to you for an advocate. Isn’t their a common bond, even as to modis-oner- 
andi? See- Singleton v Foreran, 12/1/70 LW tr.s. Taw week. 

In reflecting on the Foreman's Re: the Singletons, you would undouhtablv ask or sfy 
in defense of the Foremans: If their be sene thing iHeea 1 in their tactics h ow do 
they evade the legal systems scrutiny. 

In ref>ly, ay opinion is that -their (the Foremans) tactics are some-what deceptive 
t» the layman, being unethical rather than illegal. I suggest besides occasionally 
selling out a client, when a prosecutor is frantic for a convicti ®n,wM oh is diff- 
icult for a client to prove, the puss scheme goes something as follows: 

(all Fleecer relieves olient-oreferably female -of worldlv roods. 

(bl.When olient wakes up tn fleecing and litigates Fleecer nreeur*'s 1 oca 1 
Fraternity brother. , 

(o’) .Fraternity brother lias litigation rasuevere' 1 before 1 ecal Com"’ s»ra+ or. 

r 

(dl. Local Cenniserator’s first preaotnsecEent, no lurw trial* Procedure! rule* 
then promulgated to rake it difficult far lent Court t* interpret 

suit ®n appeal. 

(el .After due comma rsing,f or the fleecar.suit dismissed with rre-hidice. 

Last acts Foreman takes to the boob tube, where his sort se»m to he alwevs welcome, 
fall's into the arms of •* talk shew 1 Hosts wherein after mush crashing 
of teeth and exercising of laeh-ry-ml glands Fleecer receive* s nt'sclu-b 
ti on . 

Hotel. S ens times their is still vet another act whereby the A.p ellant 
C eutjs dosen’t buy this humbug,, 

Before leaving ole plushy to his worldly goods ysu queate him as savin* that veu 
( KoMi Ilian’) possess more knowledge of Defendant than anyone in America. Therefore 
a suggestion to you- see General Canale. 

You also write that you are going to write a revel about, the Defendant whether he 
(the Defendant) talk’s with you are net} that you know the worst but, that you would 
'help' the Defendant. 
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Far /V» . tfoMi 1 1 ian/oc t . Fth . TR7T . 

Oeorgicl do I read a threat of an ©jtnosS if no coaremti an i s f frsw 

the Defendant? You must hav<- oa diced that ’ no oearerati an' line fn**> '".v.’s Ffrew 
Zimbalist. 

Perhaps I should tell you,ard theos whs> utilise you 'Tire Tjjo’that T nr not con- 
sidering running for public office and I doubt i? the President nominates re for 
the high Court. . .althce their are two vacancies , 

As to 'Tine Inc’ your parent employer, I now understand that nrior to TP r 9 they 
had a sort of A.C. arraingtamt with th© justice department when it came to kreck- 
ing-off people they disagreed with or, in the instant cause, an indigent they 
could'nt use. 



You imply that you name recently received senna tvne inf orwati on from rv father. 
Did'nt your affected friends at ' Tine Ins I report via Life Wags sine, when them 
were doing their customary pretrial hatchet ,1®b on the Defendant, *h«t he had died 
of delirium- tremens in the 1940’s under povertv conditions? 



Dotal by the way what ever happened to yau folks oon+*Tt>~‘**-*v sn«al eoua Knr 
^ poverty witli saia.tlyn.s33? V 

ri‘ 

You dis Eake one valid point in your letter where von sn* it wl J 1 t«ke veers of 
litigation to resolve t^xe suit. But isn't that the nrorecutt or* s whole strata re w.-b 
got a conviction in any manner, oven if they know the convict-ion is clesrlv wr- 
anle, knoxvinrl that the Defendant wilt be incarcerated for ven.rs-~F a 1 tv if he 
do3en't have the support of any pressure groups- before addudica+l on 2 

( I suggest Sheppard v Haxwel 1,384 IT.S. P33-I966- as a classic example,! 



In observation I think now,a.fter three years, T can understand the <•<■> ne neheire of 
the Fereraas, Time Ino., and you. It isn’t profound, lust sly. 

I can see I've been associated with your uneducated oounteroarts ?n nerd teptin rva 
for years j the typo that usually end’s up separated from the wain Tison hodv for 
prison morale. The sort that you boon paying money to too corroborate v©ur,and voxy 
couch doctor’ S) novel's contents. 



Further, it i3 possible the Foremans, with r.sdia hcln,will rake the frame in the 
instant cause hold. But thair are signs thi3 ray not be the case, afte»- all ^orerffl 
did'nt flee that Dew York 'Talk Shew’ out ef modesty-especial Iv when Tennessee 
Appellant Judge Robert K. Dwyer was cn the sane show to under-write Foreran. Also 
the State hasn't went ts the unprecedented lensrht of suspending the Great Writ, to 
the Defendant for nothing. f 

Hotel if Foreman can't face opposition enaa 'Talk Show* how would be fere under 
ore3s-enara? 



Briefly in summary' Please don't da anything to 'Fein' the Defendant* «iss don’t 
xv rite the Defendant any further letters as I've asked -nr' son off'c'als not +o 
deliver them. « 

Further, I aa not in the sane legal -position now as when the Defendant e'-n-d n.»e 
Contracts with Will lam Bratferd Huiej then T was fund Jess and riven no e’-oh* bv 
defense Attorneys but ts contract, with Rule, to finance what t had he-n led to be- 
lieve would have been a jury trial. ( Therefore T. don't need v©ur wopev.l 

Finally, in the Defendant's opinion legal puestiexis are a matter for the Courts, 
and jury, ts desids not the c onnunica •*- i css industry. 



h. Q <- Naturally this letter will confirm all of 
your esuoh dsotar's barn yard speculation. 



Truiv vours s 
.tames e.Fav 





